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 Researchers have examined the commercial sexual exploitation of children (CSEC), 
however, they tend to focus on a stereotypical victim. Little research exists on the diversity of 
CSEC, and the various forms that it can encompass. This secondary data analysis examines the 
diversity in United States CSEC cases by using Mitchell, Finkelhor, and Wolak’s (2010) 
National Juvenile Prostitution Study (NJPS) case narratives. The current study uses thematic 
analysis to analyze the 132 NJPS case narratives. Seven major overarching themes of diversity 
emerged throughout the research process: (1) Facilitator/Relationship of Facilitator and 
Dynamics, (2) Gender of Juvenile, (3) Reason for Engagement: Risk Factors, (4) Reason for 
Engagement: Methods of Recruitment, (5) Reason for Engagement, (6) Method of Engagement, 
and (7) Form of Interaction with Law Enforcement. Within each major theme, there were a 
variety of subthemes that became evident. The major theme Facilitator/Relationship of 
Facilitator and Dynamics included the subthemes family member involvement, fear of exploiter, 
romantic relationship with exploiter, gender of pimp, and evidence of image based sexual 
exploitation. Gender of Juvenile included whether the juvenile was a male, female, or male 
transvestite. The major theme Reason for Engagement: Risk Factors included the subthemes 
runaway, poor family life, mental health problems, and substance use. Reason for Engagement: 
Methods of Recruitment included false promises/use of threats, romantic relationship with 
exploiter, and family member involvement. The major theme Reason for Engagement included 
subthemes survival, substance abuse addiction, forced by exploiter, and to make money. Method 
of Engagement included street, online, phone chat, businesses, and offline escort service. Finally, 
the major theme Form of Interaction with Law Enforcement included the subthemes 
cooperative/provided information, lied about information, refused to turn in/give information on 
pimp, and hostile/violent towards law enforcement. The current study exemplifies the diverse 




There is a widely recognized social problem of minors who are involved in exchanging 
sex for money, some of whom are pressured to do so. This phenomena is typically referred to as 
the commercial sexual exploitation of children, or CSEC. There are many common 
characteristics that researchers have associated with the commercial sexual exploitation of 
children. Some of these include how a pimp is involved (e.g., Kotrla 2010; Hermann 2020), how 
females are the primary victims (e.g., Muturi 2006; Miller-Perrin and Wurtele 2017), and how 
running away is among one of the major risk factors (e.g., Franchino-Olsen 2019; Fedina et al. 
2019). When people hear the term commercial sexual exploitation, or CSE, of minors or 
children, they may often think of the stereotypical example of a young girl being prostituted by a 
male pimp. However, CSEC can take on a variety of different forms, for example it could be a 
family member prostituting their child for drugs, or a juvenile being prostituted by a pimp. This 
study asks: How do CSEC cases that police in the US encounter differ from cases that scholars 
have examined? in an effort to exemplify the various forms that CSEC can inhabit, specifically 
within the United States. There is a theme of diversity with the commercial sexual exploitation of 
children and minors, not only in the different forms it can take, but also in the terminology used 
to describe it. This problem has been described in recent times using several different terms. 
 
Terminology  
One of the first terms used with CSE of minors was child prostitution (Marcus et al. 
2012) or juvenile prostitution (Mitchell et al. 2010). Juvenile prostitution can include “both 
youth who are prostituted by others and those who act alone” (Mitchell et al. 2010:19). Then, in 
1996, these terms were superseded by the term commercial sexual exploitation of children, 
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otherwise referred to as CSEC (Marcus et al. 2012). Miller-Perrin and Wurtele (2017) define 
CSEC as including “various forms of exploitation including prostitution, pornography, and child 
sex tourism” (124). The defining component of CSEC is that it “includes any commercially 
sexually exploitative act whether or not it involves transportation of the victim” (Miller-Perrin 
and Wurtele 2017:126).  
In 2000, the term sex trafficking came about with the US Trafficking Victims Protection 
Act (TVPA) (Marcus et al. 2012). Farrell and Cronin (2015) suggest that one of the main goals 
of the TVPA “was to change the perception of prostitutes as criminals to victims” (214). The US 
TVPA defines sex trafficking as “the recruitment, harboring, transportation, provision, or 
obtaining of a person for the purpose of a commercial sex act…in which a commercial sex act is 
induced by force, fraud, or coercion, or in which the person induced to perform such an act has 
not attained 18 years of age” (Sprang and Cole 2018:185). It is important to note here that the 
use of force, fraud, or coercion is not necessary for an act to qualify as sex trafficking when a 
minor is involved, and that a commercial sex act includes when “something of value is given or 
received” (Sprang and Cole 2018:185). Even though the term sex trafficking implies that 
transportation is necessary for this to occur, it is not required. Similar to both CSEC and sex 
trafficking, there is also domestic minor sex trafficking, otherwise referred to as DMST.  DMST 
is a form of CSEC, and is defined as “the commercial sexual abuse of children through buying, 
selling, or trading their sexual services” which occur solely in the United States (Kotrla 
2010:182).  Researchers also define domestic minor sex trafficking as “the commercial sexual 
exploitation of children who are U.S. citizens or legal residents, and who are exploited within 
U.S. territory” (Greenbaum 2014:246).   
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There are many complexities between juvenile prostitution, CSEC, sex trafficking, and 
DMST. Many of these terms are used interchangeably, which can create confusion. Juvenile 
prostitution, regardless of whether the minor acts alone or is prostituted by another person 
qualifies as both CSEC and sex trafficking, as they are under the age of 18 and are engaging in a 
commercial sex act. Similarly, as stated above, CSEC is sex trafficking of juveniles in which, 
again, juveniles engage in some form of commercial sex act, whether that be taking sexual 
pictures of themselves or engaging in prostitution in exchange for something of value.  
There are many gray areas in regards to the definition of the commercial sexual 
exploitation of children (CSEC). For example, there are cases in which a minor engages in a 
commercial sex act in exchange for either a gift or a place to live, instead of in exchange for 
money. Similarly, if a minor is selling images of themselves online, or someone else is 
facilitating this, it is difficult to know if the term sex trafficking encompasses this act. The 
definition of sex trafficking makes it seem as though the act must happen face to face, and does 
not include in its definition whether or not online solicitation or selling is covered. Some other 
gray areas regarding CSEC and sex trafficking include when the purchasers are other youth, or if 
a family member abuses an underage family member and then buys them a car, are these 
included? There is no clear statement in the definition of CSEC or sex trafficking whether youth 
who purchase sex from other youth are engaging in these behaviors. Similarly, regarding the 
family member example, is this really commercial? The definitions of both CSEC and sex 





Public View on CSEC 
 Many news articles in the United States characterize the sex trafficking of children in a 
monolithic way. One example is a case in DC where a pimp targeted vulnerable teens and “he 
relentlessly pursued them, he recruited them, he used them, abused them, assaulted them” and 
used a variety of tactics such as manipulation in order to “coerce and force them into working for 
him” (Hermann 2020). Hermann (2020) also discusses how the FBI states that the men use 
“intimidation and force to control women exchanging sex for money.” This is one example 
which portrays the monolithic view that the majority of juveniles have pimps who are facilitating 
their prostitution, and that their pimps use a variety of tactics such as manipulation and abuse to 
coerce them into sex work, however, this is not true for every case. Similarly, the US Department 
of Justice stated that traffickers and pimps: 
“sexually exploit children through street prostitution and in adult night clubs, illegal 
brothels, sex parties, motel rooms, hotel rooms, and other locations throughout the US. 
Many of these children are usually homeless, runaway or throwaway youth who often 
come from low income families. This population is seen as an easy target by pimps 
because the children are generally vulnerable, without dependable guardians, and suffer 
from low self-esteem” (Blair 2020). 
 Lymn and Darlymple (2015) discuss how pimps “lure and then trap with threats of 
violence and distorted love. At bus stops, in malls or online, they’re experts in catching the girls 
who feel belittled, misunderstood or deserted by family and society” and suggest that “a pimp’s 
prime candidate is a runaway.” These examples portray the finding that pimps tend to not only 
recruit runaway or homeless youth, but also use threats to coerce them to stay. However, this 
does not exemplify the diversity of how youth can be recruited into CSEC.  
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 Another article by Swarens (2018) discusses how victims of child sex trafficking in the 
US are between the ages of 13 and 17, which is another common finding. Some cases in the US 
may have victims below the age of 13, which should also be accounted for in the age range of 
CSEC victims in the United States. Swarens (2018) also states how one victim encountered both 
physical abuse and emotional abuse through the use of threats, another common finding. Again, 
there are cases in which victims experience these forms of abuse, however, there are also cases in 
which these are not encountered. Williamson (2019) suggests another common finding that 
American juveniles who are trafficked within the US have either run away from home or had a 
“history of abuse”. It is extremely important to research the diversity of CSEC in the US, as there 
are cases in which these common findings are not evident, and it is imperative that they too are 
recognized as victims. Otherwise, law enforcement and social services would be missing an 
entirely different population of victims who do not fit the monolithic victim. 
 
DIVERSITY OF CSEC 
Facilitator/Relationship of Facilitator 
As stated above, the commercial sexual exploitation of children can take on various 
forms.  Mitchell, Finkelhor, and Wolak (2010) created a typology of juvenile prostitution cases 
in the US criminal justice system that included “(a) third-party exploiters, (b) solo juveniles, and 
(c) conventional CSA (child sexual abuse) cases with payment” (24).  All three of these 
categories fall into commercial sexual exploitation, and the solo juveniles category suggests that 
there need not be a facilitator for the exploitation to occur. Mitchell and colleagues (2010) are 
the first scholars to exemplify the diversity in commercial sexual exploitation, as much of the 
literature focuses mainly on third-party exploiters, who are typically pimps that prostitute their 
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child victims. However, there are also cases in which no facilitator is present. There have been 
some scholars who have discussed diversity, but not to the extent of Mitchell, Finkelhor, and 
Wolak (2010). 
 Marcus and colleagues (2014) challenge the narrative of child sex trafficking, or CSEC, 
that “pimps lure girls into prostitution, then control, exploit, and brutalize them” (225). They 
found that most relationships between the minor and the pimp were mutual, as there were some 
cases in which the juvenile recruited their own pimp in order to help facilitate their sex work 
(Marcus et al. 2014). Marcus and colleagues (2014) also found that most respondents stated that 
their relationship with their pimp was easy to escape, in comparison to what is suggested by the 
common finding. This suggests that the existence of a pimp does not necessarily imply the 
dynamics of coercion or force, and how there are other forms of the pimp/juvenile relationship 
that are not abusive or coercive, meaning that one should not assume that the common finding is 
evident. Sprang and Cole (2018) discussed familial sex trafficking and found that in over half of 
the cases, the minor was trafficked by their mother, and also suggested that more than three 
quarters of cases “involved parents who used illicit drugs as the currency to profit from 
trafficking of their children” (189). Again, these discoveries suggest that the common finding of 
having a pimp who recruits their victim, without having a pre-existing relationship with them, is 
not always the case.  
Similarly, Reed and colleagues (2019) conducted a study regarding the interpersonal 
relationships between the victim of CSE and their exploiter and found that three major 
relationships influence someone’s participation in CSE: having a boyfriend, a family member 
who influenced one’s participation, or friends who influenced participation. These findings are 
also supported by Fedina, Williamson, and Purdue (2016), as they too found that peers and 
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family members can influence a minor’s involvement in CSE, along with how having a 
boyfriend could also influence one’s involvement. Both Fedina, Williamson and Purdue (2016) 
and Franchino-Olsen (2019) suggest that having family involved in the sex industry can make 
the industry seem normal and allow children to view it as a family trade, instead of viewing the 
transactions that occur as exploitative. 
 
Gender of Victim(s) 
The commercial sexual exploitation of children has the monolithic finding that females 
are the primary victims. There is disagreement among scholars on whether or not there is 
diversity in the gender of victims of this social problem, as the majority suggest that females are 
the primary victims, while others suggest that females and males are equally affected. Muturi 
(2006) argues that sex trafficking is a form of gender-based violence, as this phenomena targets 
women and girls and “results in, or is likely to result in physical, sexual, or psychological harm 
or suffering to women, including threats of such acts, coercion, or arbitrary deprivations of 
liberty whether occurring in public or private life” (89). Miller-Perrin and Wurtele (2017) state 
that the International Labour Organization reports that women and girls comprise 98% of the 
victims of sex trafficking around the world. Similarly, Kotrla (2010) discusses how women and 
girls are the primary victims of sex trafficking in the US, as there are cases in which pimps 
groom girls while they are still attending school.  
Other scholars discuss how CSEC victims are equally boys and girls. Gragg and 
colleagues (2007) state that in the US, the number of sexually exploited boys may be equal to 
girls, along with how boys are more difficult for researchers to identify “because they are less 
reliant on pimps and tend to create their own protection groups” (3). Similarly, Estes and Weiner 
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(2001) state that in the US, street youth who engaged in prostitution was evenly divided between 
girls and boys. It may be that some of the disagreement comes from boys not being counted as 
engaging in CSEC, if law enforcement is focusing their efforts on finding female victims who 
have pimps. Greenbaum (2014) discusses how some male victims of CSEC are “disinclined to 
identify themselves as victims, or even ‘prostitutes’” (246), suggesting that numbers of male 
victims may be significantly higher than what is perceived. Similarly, Farrell and colleagues 
(2019) state not only how it is rare for human trafficking victims to approach police about their 
victimization, but also how police officers can “hold biases about the people who are at risk for 
human trafficking that impair their identification of victimization” (659). Again, this shows how 
the true number of human trafficking, especially sex trafficking, victims is likely greater than the 
current estimates, and that biases that police hold can influence the type of victim that they are 
looking for.   
Another form of diversity rarely discussed regarding CSEC victims is gender minority 
youth (Tomasiewicz 2018). Tomasiewicz (2018) discusses how “LGBTQ homeless youth are 
seven times as likely as straight and cisgender youth to engage in commercial sex” (5). It is also 
stated how transfeminine youth are two times as likely as transmasculine youth to engage in the 
sex trade (Tomasiewicz 2018). Similarly, Franchino-Olsen (2019) states that even though the 
majority of victims are girls, victims can include girls, boys, and transgender youth. This can 
make it difficult to identify victims if law enforcement is only looking for female victims, as 
the majority of data suggest, they can be missing boys and transgender youth who are also 
victims of CSEC or sex trafficking. The stereotypical victim associated with CSEC and sex 
trafficking could possibly make boys and transgender youth feel as though they are not 
victims, since they are not females, as the finding commonly suggests.  
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Age of Victim(s) 
There is also diversity and some disagreement about the age distribution of juveniles 
engaged in CSEC. Miller-Perrin and Wurtele (2017) found that girls who are between the ages of 
15 and 19 are the most vulnerable to becoming involved with sex trafficking.  Fedina, 
Williamson, and Purdue (2016:2663) found that most child sex trafficking victims, 61.7% of 
their sample, initially participated in a commercial sex act between the ages of 14 and 17. Estes 
and Weiner (2001) found that girls entered into prostitution between the ages of 12-14, and boys 
entered between the ages of 11 and 13. Gragg and colleagues (2007) conducted a study in New 
York, and found that the age of upstate NY children for time of first sexual exploitation was age 
11 or younger, while children in NYC were between the ages of 14 and 15. Some of these 
estimates create a sterotypical finding that these juveniles enter into CSEC at a certain age, and it 
continues from that age on. However, it may be the case that one experiences sexual abuse at a 
certain age (such as the family member example in Terminology), and a few years later engage in 
CSEC, so it is not always a continuous activity. The disagreement among scholars on age of 
involvement in CSEC may depend on the sample that is used along with the sample size. A 
sample that is taken in the Northeastern US may not have the same results as a sample taken 
from the Midwest. Similarly, a large sample may not produce the same results as a smaller 
sample, both of which could generate the lack of consensus among scholars. There are a plethora 
of reasons that youth engage in commercial sexual exploitation.  
 
Reason for Engagement: Risk Factors 
The main risk factors for commercial sexual exploitation that tend to be emphasized by 
scholars and popular media are prior abuse and running away from home, however, there are 
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other diverse risk factors that can contribute as well. A common finding in the literature is how 
many trafficking victims experience sexual or physical abuse in their childhood (Muftić and Finn 
2019).  According to Franchino-Olsen (2019), sexual abuse experienced in childhood makes 
many minors vulnerable, which allows them to be susceptible to exploitation when they are 
older.  In the study conducted by Fedina, Williamson, and Purdue (2016:2665), they found that 
not only did many domestic child victims experience childhood sexual abuse (44.6%), but 
childhood emotional abuse and rape were also significant experiences of victims, with 40.9% 
encountering the former and 50% experiencing the latter.  Miller-Perrin and Wurtele (2017) state 
how it is the trafficker’s main goal to aim for and recruit vulnerable victims.   
Childhood abuse, whether it be physical, emotional, or sexual, can cause youth to run 
away from home in order to escape the abuse, making them vulnerable to CSEC and DMST 
(Franchino-Olsen 2019).  Franchino-Olsen (2019) also notes how childhood maltreatment, 
including neglect, is connected with behaviors such as substance abuse and running away from 
home.  Similar to running away is being thrown out of the home by one’s family, or forced to 
leave their home, leaving a youth with no shelter or care which also makes a child more 
susceptible to sex trafficking (Franchino-Olsen 2019).   
There are a variety of other determinants that contribute to one’s vulnerability of 
engaging in commercial sexual exploitation.  Some other factors include not being educated in a 
formal institution, having economic hardship, and not having many opportunities to promote 
personal growth (Macias Konstantopoulos et al. 2013).  Similarly, Marcus and colleagues (2014) 
discuss how “experiences with poverty, abusive families, and life in ‘the system’ – foster 
families, group homes, and juvenile facilities” (235) can also contribute to whether or not youth 
engage in CSE. As stated in Gender of Victim(s), LGBTQ youth are more likely than 
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heterosexual youth to engage in commercial sex (Tomasiewicz 2018). Youth who have drug 
addictions can easily be enticed into engaging in commercial sex, if one promises drugs as a 
form of payment (Greenbaum 2014). Not only does experiencing childhood abuse, running away 
from home, and other determinants play a role in one’s involvement in CSE, but engaging in 
behaviors such as survival sex does as well.  
 
Reason for Engagement: Methods of Recruitment 
Another common finding of CSEC is that juveniles who have either runaway or been 
thrown away from their homes engage in survival sex and being recruited by pimps. However, 
again, there are other diverse recruitment methods that can influence one’s engagement in CSEC. 
Youth who either run away or are thrown away from their homes are more likely to first engage 
in survival sex, and later on be exploited by a third party (Franchino-Olsen 2019).  Survival sex 
is defined as the exchange of sex for shelter, food, drugs, or money (Fedina, Williamson, and 
Purdue 2016).  Those who run away or are thrown away from their home may feel as though 
they need to engage in survival sex in order to obtain basic necessities (Miller-Perrin and 
Wurtele 2017).  Even though survival sex is not necessarily a form of CSEC or DMST, youth 
who engage in this can be led to “high-risk situations and cause them to interact with individuals 
who can then manipulate their economic (and often emotional) vulnerabilities to force them into 
exploitation” (Franchino-Olsen 2019:9).  
  One’s relationship with family members and peer groups played a role in determining 
one’s risk for being sex trafficked (Franchino-Olsen 2019).  Miller-Perrin and Wurtele (2017) 
found that some factors relating to the family include “parental dysfunction such as substance 
abuse, parent/caregiver absence, family history of involvement in the child welfare system 
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including child placement in foster care or group homes, and having family or friends involved 
in trafficking or prostitution” (131).  Franchino-Olsen (2019) notes how having family involved 
in the sex industry can make the industry seem normal and allow children to view it as a family 
trade, instead of viewing the transactions that occur as exploitative, especially when minors are 
involved.  Another factor that was found to contribute to one’s vulnerability was family violence, 
which could include physical and sexual abuse as a child, and may lead to children running away 
from home to escape this type of behavior (Miller-Perrin and Wurtele 2017).  Miller-Perrin and 
Wurtele (2017) also noted that abused youth are more inclined to participate in risk-taking 
behaviors such as substance abuse, running away, and becoming a school dropout.  These risk-
taking behaviors can contribute to one’s vulnerability for sexual exploitation (Miller-Perrin and 
Wurtele 2017).   
Fedina, Williamson, and Purdue (2016) found that girls who had family members 
involved in some type of sex work were more likely to be domestically sex trafficked.  
Regarding peer groups, Fedina, Williamson, and Purdue (2016) found that children who had 
peers that participated in survival sex influenced their own engagement in similar behaviors.  
Fedina, Williamson, and Purdue (2016) also noted how youth who had peers who bought sex 
was also linked to domestic child sex trafficking. There have been some studies that have 
discussed the diversity that is seen in the commercial sexual exploitation of minors, however, 








 The data for this study come from Mitchell, Finkelhor, and Wolak’s (2010) National 
Juvenile Prostitution Study (NJPS), and are in the form of case narratives. The case narratives 
include a description of each case and victim, and vary in length from half a page to 3 pages 
long. The NJPS data include two separate data collection efforts (study 1 and study 2), and the 
main goal of using this methodology was to “construct a representative national sample of law 
enforcement agencies that would provide an overall picture of the law enforcement response” to 
crimes of juvenile prostitution in the US, “and understand how these cases emerged and were 
handled in a diverse group of agencies” (Mitchell, Finkelhor, and Wolak 2010:20). The goal of 
the first study was “to report on the estimated number of arrests or detentions for cases involving 
juvenile prostitution in 2005 in the United States” (Mitchell, Finkelhor, and Wolak 2010:19). 
The data in the first study were in the form of mail surveys. The goals for the second study were 
to “(a) propose and describe a typology of the juvenile prostitution cases identified in the 
criminal justice system, as well as dynamics of the case itself and the exploiters; (b) explore how 
cases originate in the criminal justice system; and (c) identify factors that contribute to juveniles 
being considered delinquents or victims” (Mitchell, Finkelhor, and Wolak 2010:22). The data in 
the second study included the telephone interviews and case narrative descriptions. The national 
sample of 2,598 law enforcement agencies for the first study was gathered by “using a database 
available through the National Directory of Criminal Justice Data” (Mitchell, Finkelhor, and 
Wolak 2010:20), which include local, state, and county agencies. These agencies completed a 
mail survey that asked whether or not they had made either detentions or arrests for juvenile 
prostitution cases during the year 2005. There was a 95% response rate of the law enforcement 
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agencies for the mail survey, but only 5% (132 agencies) disclosed cases that fit Mitchell, 
Finkelhor, and Wolak’s (2010) criteria. The criteria were defined as cases ‘‘where children or 
adolescents under the age of 18 were involved in prostitution. These could be cases where 
juveniles—either boys or girls—exchanged sex acts for money (or something else of monetary 
value) or cases that involved pimps, organized crime, or other situations where one person made 
money or gained financially in other ways from selling a child or adolescent for sex.’’ (Mitchell, 
Finkelhor, and Wolak 2010:20). The mail survey asked specific questions about the detentions 
and arrests of cases, such as if there was a pimp involved, if child pornography was produced, if 
there was a faux business to cover up prostitution, etc.  
 For the second study, law enforcement agencies who answered “yes” to any of the 
questions in the first study were asked to provide a case number and the investigating officer for 
the case (Mitchell, Finkelhor, and Wolak 2010). The second study included 138 juvenile 
prostitution case narratives from 2005 police records across the United States, of which 
researchers conducted telephone interviews with either the police officer who conducted the 
investigation of a case, or another officer who had the case information (Mitchell, Finkelhor, and 
Wolak 2010). There were a variety of sections on the phone questionnaire such as: “juveniles 
acting alone,” “crimes involving third party exploiter,” “sex tourism,” “child pornography 
production,” and an “offender” section (Mitchell, Finkelhor, and Wolak 2010:24). These sections 
were only asked if the case corresponded to the specific section, while sections entitled “the 
police investigation” and “the juvenile section” (Mitchell, Finkelhor, and Wolak 2010:24) were 
included in every interview. Only 132 of the 138 cases involved “identified juveniles” (Mitchell, 
Finkelhor, and Wolak 2010:23) while the other cases involved undercover investigations, or 
unsuccessful juvenile prostitution cases (i.e. when the perpetrator could not reach the juvenile). 
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The 132 NJPS juvenile prostitution case narratives used in the current study were obtained from 
the Mitchell, Finkelhor, and Wolak’s (2010) second study. A full methodology report for the 
National Juvenile Prostitution Study can be found at (http://unh.edu/ccrc/pdf/JP-study-
methodology-report.pdf) (Mitchell, Finkelhor, and Wolak 2010). 
 
Analysis 
 The methodology used when answering: How do CSEC cases that police in the US 
encounter differ from cases that scholars have examined? was a qualitative secondary data 
analysis, and more specifically, thematic analysis. The current study uses thematic analysis of 
Mitchell, Finkelhor, and Wolak’s (2010) NJPS case narratives to explore the diversity of CSEC 
incidents in the US. I am also seeking to expand upon Mitchell and colleagues (2010) three 
categories of juvenile prostitution cases in the US by finding common themes in each typology 
that will inform the public about the true diversity that commercial sexual exploitation can 
encompass.  
 Nowell and colleagues (2017) discuss the 6 phases of thematic analysis: “familiarizing 
yourself with your data, generalizing initial codes, searching for themes, defining and naming 
themes, and producing the report” (4). First, I familiarized myself with the data by reading and 
dividing the NJPS case narratives into the corresponding typology that Mitchell, Finkelhor, and 
Wolak (2010) created. During this stage, I also employed an open coding technique (Lune and 
Berg 2017), which allowed me to identify specific topics and themes that had emerged. 
Originally, the themes of “runaway victims” and “street prostitution” emerged in both third party 
and solo typologies, and the theme of “image based sexual exploitation” (including graphic 
pictures/videos of juveniles)” emerged in both the CSA and solo typologies. I began to code each 
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case narrative with these themes in mind, but also selected other important aspects from each 
narrative.  
 As I continued to code, a variety of other themes became evident. Some including “form 
of interaction with law enforcement” in regards to third party and solo typologies, “family 
member involvement” for both CSA and third party typologies, and “gender of juvenile” for all 
three typologies. After generating these initial themes, I decided to create the seven overarching 
themes of: (1) Facilitator/Relationship of Facilitator and Dynamics, (2) Gender of Juvenile, (3) 
Reason for Engagement: Risk Factors, (4) Reason for Engagement: Methods of Recruitment, (5) 
Reason for Engagement, (6) Method of Engagement, and (7) Form of Interaction with Law 
Enforcement.  
 The theme Facilitator/Relationship of Facilitator and Dynamics includes if there was a 
facilitator, family member involvement, fear of exploiter, romantic relationship with exploiter, 
and if image based sexual exploitation was evident. Gender of Juvenile includes whether the 
juvenile was a male, female, or a male transvestite. The theme Reason for Engagement: Risk 
Factors includes whether the juvenile was a runaway, had a poor family life, had mental health 
problems, or if they were drug or alcohol addicts. Reason for Engagement: Methods of 
Recruitment includes whether the juvenile had a romantic relationship with the exploiter, if there 
was family member involvement, or if the use of false promises or threats were evident. The 
theme Reason for Engagement includes whether the juvenile engaged to make money, for 
survival, for drugs or alcohol, or if they were forced by their exploiter. Method of Engagement 
includes whether the juvenile engaged on the street (including truck stops), online (ex. Craigslist, 
chats, online escort services), phone chat, at a business (ex. hotel/motel, massage parlor, hair 
salon, bar), or at an offline escort service. Finally, the theme Form of Interaction with Law 
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Enforcement includes if the juvenile was cooperative/provided information, if they lied about 
information (ex. name, age, provided fake ID), if they refused to turn in/give information on 
pimp, and if they were hostile or violent towards law enforcement (verbally, physically, or both).  
 Using thematic analysis on Mitchell, Finkelhor, and Wolak’s (2010) NJPS case narratives 
will exemplify the various forms that commercial sexual exploitation can be seen as, and not 
solely how most literature has portrayed it to be, as a pimp prostituting their victim who is a 
minor. It is important to use qualitative methods for this research, as many samples of CSEC 
tend to be small and not representative, and quite often lack substantial detail of the true diversity 
that commercial sexual exploitation can encompass.  
 
RESULTS 
 The major results from this study are in the form of seven overarching themes which help 
to enlighten one on the diverse forms that the commercial sexual exploitation of children can 
include. The seven overarching themes include: (1) Facilitator/Relationship of Facilitator and 
Dynamics, (2) Gender of Juvenile, (3) Reason for Engagement: Risk Factors, (4) Reason for 
Engagement: Methods of Recruitment, (5) Reason for Engagement, (6) Method of Engagement, 
and (7) Form of Interaction with Law Enforcement. Within each overarching theme, there are a 
variety of subthemes as well. 
 
Facilitator/Relationship of Facilitator and Dynamics 
 One major theme that emerged was whether or not a facilitator was present, what the 
relationship the facilitator had with the juvenile, and what the dynamics of that relationship were. 
Both the third party and CSA (child sexual abuse) typologies had facilitators of commercial 
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sexual exploitation while the solo typology did not, as juveniles in this category were embarking 
upon prostitution on their own. Subthemes that emerged included family involvement, fear of 
exploiter, romantic relationship with exploiter, gender of pimp, and whether or not image based 
sexual exploitation was evident. Table 1, below, provides the frequencies for each subtheme. A 
case could be classified under multiple subthemes. Some cases could not be classified and are 
omitted from the table. 
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Family member involvement.  
 In some cases, family members were involved in the commercial sexual exploitation of 
children. Some examples in the third party typology include: 
 
       “a mother who included her 16-year-old daughter and a 14-year-old friend in     
       prostitution” (Case Narrative 13). 
 
      “While in the car before leaving CPS, the mother instructed her daughter to call   
      another pimp and to have him meet them at their home.  Once the two returned home,   
      the mother turned her daughter over to this pimp” (Case Narrative 120). 
 
 In these instances, the juvenile’s mother is involving her daughter, and in Case Narrative 
13, a friend, into the world of prostitution. In Case Narrative 120, she fosters the prostitution 
relationship between her daughter and the pimp. It may be the case, in these examples, that 
having a mother involved in prostitution can make the sex industry seem normal to these 
juveniles, as Fedina, Willamson, and Purdue (2016) suggest. An example of family member 
involvement in the CSA typology includes: 
 
      “Initially, the uncle repeatedly exposed himself to Heather, and eventually worked his   
      way up to rubbing his p**** on her face while she slept.  He then asked her to pose   
      for pornographic pictures.  He showed Heather pornographic pictures on the internet,   
      getting her used to seeing certain poses and seeing what he expected of her” (Case   
      Narrative 56). 
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 Again, it may be that having a family member initiate these acts makes the juvenile view 
them as being okay, and not exploitive. There are no examples of family member involvement in 
the solo typology, as individuals in this category are embarking upon prostitution on their own. 
 
Fear of exploiter. 
 Another subtheme that became evident was whether the juvenile feared their exploiter. 
This subtheme includes a variety of factors, including whether the fear was due to their exploiter 
using threats, violence, or some other form of controlling the juvenile which induced fear. Some 
examples of fear in the third party typology include: 
 
“He threatened her and was violent with her, including violent rape.  He beat her 
and on one occasion she went to [the] emergency [room] because he had beaten her 
in the chest and it brought on an asthma attack” (Case Narrative 31). 
 
“While working for [the pimp], she was anally raped by him on one 
occasion…[he] would give [her] drugs to get her to prostitute.  He also threatened 
to show her family the pornographic pictures taken of her if she ever left him” 
(Case Narrative 28). 
 
 These examples portray how the use of violence, whether that be rape or beatings, were 
used to instill fear in the juvenile and acted as a method to force the juvenile to cooperate in 
prostitution. On the other hand, Case Narrative 28 also adds a different form of fear that can be 
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used on victims, that of blackmail and the use of drugs. These were two other tactics that were 
used by the pimp to not only instill fear in the juvenile, but also force them to abide by the rules 
that the pimp had set in regard to prostitution. Juveniles who fell into the solo typology did not 
qualify for this subtheme, as they engaged in prostitution on their own and did not have an 
exploiter. Those in the CSA typology were not found to fear their exploiter in the case narratives. 
However, they were usually coerced by their exploiter’s promise of gifts or money, for example, 
which will be explained in the Reason for Engagement: Methods of Recruitment section. 
  
Romantic relationship with exploiter. 
 The subtheme of having a romantic relationship with one’s exploiter was limited to 
juveniles who fell into the third party typology. There was a significant proportion of juveniles 
who believed that their pimp was their boyfriend, that they were in love with them, or were 
mutually engaging in sex acts with them. Some examples include: 
 
“At first she was in love with him, and she believed him to be her boyfriend. After 
about two months he started prostituting her” (Case Narrative 31).  
 
“The juvenile and the pimp did have a sexual relationship, but at the time of arrest 
the juvenile claimed that they were no longer sexually involved and it was more 
of a ‘brother-sister’ type relationship.  [The detective] did not believe this, and 
still would classify them as in a ‘loving’ relationship” (Case Narrative 84). 
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“The girl was ‘in love’.  The pimp seduced her with love, romance, then beatings 
if she did not do as told, then love again” (Case Narrative 135). 
 
As can be seen by the above examples, these romantic relationships with one’s exploiter 
can take on many different forms. In Case Narrative 31, it seems that the pimp used a two-month 
stint of pretending to be the juvenile’s boyfriend, to gain her trust, before employing his true 
intentions of prostituting her. On the other hand, Case Narrative 84 discusses how the juvenile and 
the pimp had a sexual relationship, which seems to have been consensual at the time. Finally, Case 
Narrative 135 falls into both the subtheme of having a romantic relationship with one’s exploiter, 
but also could fall into the subtheme fear of exploiter, as the pimp used beatings to reprimand her 
for not following orders.  
 
Gender of pimp. 
The gender of a juvenile’s pimp was another subtheme that became evident during the 
research process. Again, this is another subtheme that is only applicable to those in the third party 
typology. The majority of pimps were male, as is commonly portrayed (Lymn and Darlymple 
2015; Kotrla 2010), however, there were certain cases that had a female pimp or exploiter. Some 
examples that portray this are: 
 
“A 34 year old female pimp was using a 14 year old female juvenile to lure clients 
into her apartment” (Case Narrative 98). 
 
 23 
“The female pimp was running two brothels – the second brothel was never found 
because the juvenile could not remember where it was” (Case Narrative 18). 
 
“[The juvenile] decided to report her behavior because the madam was threatening 
her because she suspected [the juvenile] was withholding money and stealing from 
her.  [The juvenile] felt fearful of her well-being and turned herself in” (Case 
Narrative 95). 
 
It is important here to note that not all pimps and exploiters are male, females are just as 
capable as males of exploiting these juveniles through prostitution. As can be seen with Case 
Narrative 95, many of these cases can fit into a variety of both overarching themes and subthemes. 
This narrative would easily be able to fall into the subtheme fear of exploiter, as this is the main 
reason that the juvenile turned herself in to law enforcement.  
 
Evidence of image based sexual exploitation. 
A final subtheme that became prevalent in Facilitator/Relationship of Facilitator and 
Dynamics was whether or not there was evidence of image based sexual exploitation. This 
includes any graphic pictures or videos of juveniles that may have been found in a case. This 
finding is evident for all three typologies: third party, solo, and CSA. Examples of image based 
sexual exploitation evidence in the third party typology include: 
 
“[The pimp] would take pornographic pictures of his prostitutes, juveniles and 
adults.  He used these pictures to advertise his girls online” (Case Narrative 34).    
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“two girls met up with him [the pimp] and filmed a pornographic movie in his 
apartment.  The girls had to be coerced into committing the sex acts, they did not 
want to do what he told them” (Case Narrative 28). 
 
Again, as can be seen in Case Narrative 28, this case can fall into both fear of exploiter, 
as they had to be coerced into engaging in the sex acts, and evidence of image based sexual 
exploitation. An example of image based sexual exploitation in the solo typology includes: 
 
“While at the summer home of the 58 year old male, she allowed the men to take 
pornographic pictures of her for $40 a pose.  She was pictured both clothed and in 
the nude, however no pictures were taken of her engaging in sex acts” (Case 
Narrative 2). 
 
 In the solo typology cases, the juveniles willingly engaged in these acts as a form of 
making money. Finally, some examples in the CSA typology include: 
 
A mother, daughter, and the daughter’s friend “were doing live sex shows in front 
of a web cam and sending them online to customers” (Case Narrative 57). 
 
“[The juvenile] disclosed to a councilor that she had been posing for pornographic 
pictures for her uncle” (Case Narrative 56). 
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“A 32 year old father of a 8 year old girl began taking pornographic pictures of 
his daughter... Pictures included explicit pictures of the juvenile’s genitals, along 
with very suggestive poses where she is basically naked, and very little is left to 
the imagination” (Case Narrative 77). 
 
The evidence of image based sexual exploitation can take on a multitude of forms, as can 
be seen from the above examples. Whether that be in the form of pictures, a movie, or a live sex 
show. The next major theme that became evident in this study was the juvenile’s gender. 
 
Gender of Juvenile 
Another major theme that became evident was the gender of the juvenile. The literature 
on CSEC primarily states that females are the most common victims (Miller-Perrin and Wurtele 
2017; Kotrla 2010; Muturi 2006), and the NJPS case narratives that were examined exemplify 
this throughout all three typologies. However, the case narratives also included juveniles who 
would fall into two other categories: males and male transvestites. These two categories will be 
the focus of this theme, as the finding of female juveniles follows what much of the literature 
discusses. Table 2, below, provides the frequencies for each subtheme. A case could be classified 





Male juveniles were found in the solo and CSA typologies, while male transvestite 
juveniles were found in only the third party and solo typologies. The third party typology only 
had one male juvenile and he was a transvestite: 
 
 “Juvenile male is a transvestite… (a cross dresser)” (Case Narrative 94). 
 
The solo typology included both males and a single case of a male transvestite. Examples 
of males in this typology include: 
 
  “The prostitute was a 17 year old white male” (Case Narrative 106). 
 
“He [the officer] saw the male juvenile loitering in the area and began a 
conversation with him.  They agreed to sex for money” (Case Narrative 37). 
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The single example of the male transvestite in the solo typology includes: 
 
“The prostitute was a 17 year old black male, dressed as a woman.  The juvenile 
waved at the undercover officer, the officer pulled his vehicle over and the 
juvenile got inside.  A sex for money deal was negotiated” (Case Narrative 102).   
 
Finally, the CSA typology included only males, and no male transvestites. Examples 
include: 
“The offender would show the boys pictures of other people they knew, so each 
boy would know that other kids were doing it, probably part of the grooming 
process.  He would also threaten the boys, telling them that if they told, he would 
show the pictures” (Case Narrative 101). 
 
“the suspect was having inappropriate physical contact with a 16 year old male” 
(Case Narrative 44). 
 
Case Narrative 101 exemplifies how many of these cases can fit into multiple 
overarching themes and subthemes. This case can fit into the Facilitator theme, and also the 
subtheme of fear of exploiter, as the offender was using blackmail through stating that he would 
release the photos. It is important to note that in each typology, male juveniles are present, 
whether they identify as males or are male transvestites, and female juveniles are not the sole 
victims of commercial sexual exploitation. The next major theme that became evident was the 
juvenile’s reason for engagement, specifically in regard to their risk factors. 
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Reason for Engagement: Risk Factors 
 The major theme of the juvenile’s reason for engagement, specifically regarding their risk 
factors which could make them more susceptible to engaging in prostitution emerged. This 
theme was evident in all three typologies: third party, solo, and CSA. Subthemes that emerged 
included whether or not the juvenile was a runaway, if they had experienced a poor family life, if 
they had mental health problems, and if they abused substances. Table 3, below, provides the 
frequencies for each subtheme. A case could be classified under multiple subthemes. Some cases 






 One subtheme that emerged was whether or not the juvenile was a runaway. This applied 
to juveniles in all three typologies: third party, solo, and CSA. Examples of runaways in the third 
party typology include: 
 
“The primary victim in the case had been a runaway several times” (Case 
Narrative 104). 
 
“This juvenile had a history of running away” (Case Narrative 37). 
  
 Most cases in the third party typology included juveniles who were habitual runaways, 
which puts them at even greater risk for being exploited (Franchino-Olsen 2019). Some 
examples of runaways in the solo typology include: 
 
“She admitted that she engaged in prostitution in order to survive.  She was a 
runaway” (Case Narrative 96).  
 
“The juvenile was a chronic runaway, and at the time of this crime had been on 
the run for a few months” (Case Narrative 26). 
 
The single example in the CSA typology includes: 
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“juvenile was taken into custody for running away from home.  She was brought 
to a juvenile detention center where she disclosed to a councilor that she had been 
posing for pornographic pictures for her uncle” (Case Narrative 56). 
 
 The solo typology had many similar cases to the third party typology, as many of the 
juveniles were habitual runaways. However, the solo typology also included juveniles who were 
engaging in survival sex, as the juvenile in Case Narrative 96 was. The one example in the CSA 
typology suggests that the juvenile may have run away from home to escape the abuse from her 
uncle. 
 
Poor family life. 
 The next subtheme that emerged in Reason for Engagement: Risk Factors was whether or 
not the juvenile had experienced a poor family life. This could include whether the juvenile 
experienced physical or sexual abuse, had parents who were in prison, had absent parents or 
parents who abused substances, just to name a few examples. This subtheme became evident in 
all three typologies. Examples of poor family life in the third party typology include:  
   
“Her mother was drug addicted, her father was dead and she lived with her 
grandmother who also tested positive for drugs.  She had been sexually abused by 
an uncle” (Case Narrative 8). 
 
“Previously, her grandmother had lived with her family, and was verbally and 
emotionally abusive to [the juvenile]” (Case Narrative 9). 
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“Her mother was in jail, and her father was dead” (Case Narrative 135). 
 
As can be seen here, poor family life in the third party typology could encompass many 
different forms. Whether that be having a mother and grandmother who were addicted to drugs 
or having either a sexually or verbally abusive family member. Some examples of poor family 
life in the solo typology include: 
 
“The juvenile told police that one of his parents was dead and the other was in 
jail.  He said he had been living with his brother, but his brother ‘kicked’ him out” 
(Case Narrative 106). 
 
“Prior to the prostitution, the home life of the two girls involved sexual abuse by a 
relative, physical abuse (domestic violence), drugs, and alcohol abuse by the 
mother” (Case Narrative 29). 
 
Similar to the examples in the third party typology, juveniles experiences of poor family 
life in the solo typology varied vastly too. It may have not been a parent who was absent in Case 
Narrative 26, but having a brother who kicks you out can also be seen as a lack of support from 
one’s family. Finally, an example of poor family life in the CSA typology include: 
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“A 32 year old father of a 8 year old girl began taking pornographic pictures of 
his daughter…. He took sexually explicit pictures of her, and posted them online” 
(Case Narrative 77). 
 
This specific case is classified as the juvenile experiencing poor family life because she 
had somebody who should have been a trusted adult, her father, take advantage of her. It is 
important to understand how a juvenile’s experience of poor family life can take on a variety of 
different forms. 
 
Mental health problems. 
 Another subtheme that became evident was if the juvenile had any type of mental health 
problem. This could include if a juvenile had bipolar disorder, was clinically depressed, or had 
any type of emotional instability, to name a few examples. Similar to poor family life, this 
subtheme can be seen in the third party, solo, and CSA typologies. Some examples of juveniles 
who had mental health problems in the third party typology include: 
 
“The juvenile [a 14 year old] was special education and mentally working at an 8 
or 9 year old level” (Case Narrative 124). 
 
“The girl refused mental health counseling; however, she was diagnosed as 
having a severe mood disorder from severe social stress” (Case Narrative 30). 
 
“She was clinically depressed” (Case Narrative 5). 
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“The girl had mental health problems and had not been taking her medication 
when she ran away” (Case Narrative 6). 
 
Similar to previous subthemes, Case Narrative 6 easily falls into both mental health 
problems and runaway categories. It may be that juveniles who inhabit some form of mental 
health problem(s) are easier for third party exploiters to take advantage of and control. Examples 
of juveniles with mental health problems in the solo typology include: 
 
 “She was emotionally unstable” (Case Narrative 80). 
 
 “He [the officer] believes she has mental health problems” (Case Narrative 23). 
 
These were the only two cases in the solo typology that fit into the juvenile having some 
form of mental health problem(s). Similarly, the CSA typology had only two instances of 
juveniles with mental health problem(s): 
 
“The primary victim in this case was learning delayed and suffered from an 
anxiety disorder as a result of this crime” (Case Narrative 58).   
 
“This girl was learning disabled, very pretty, and immature both physically and 
mentally” (Case Narrative 4). 
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As stated above, it may be the case that third party and CSA exploiters prey on juveniles 
with mental health problems, as they may be easier to control and less likely to inform an adult 
or the police on what is occurring. Juveniles in the solo typology who are embarking upon 
prostitution on their own may be more likely to do so if they have mental health problems. 
  
Substance abuse. 
The subtheme of juveniles who had substance abuse problems, either with drugs or 
alcohol, emerged. Substance abuse was only evident in the third party and solo typologies, as 
juveniles in the CSA typology did not exhibit these features. Examples of juvenile substance 
abuse in the third party typology include: 
 
“They [the juvenile and the pimp] were doing drugs – marijuana and crack” (Case 
Narrative 118). 
 
“Specifically, they [juveniles] favored crack cocaine and PCP (angel dust).  Both 
were addicted to drugs, and at least one was high when police arrived” (Case 
Narrative 79).  
 
“The juvenile in this case was a crack addict” (Case Narrative 66). 
 
There was a single case that fell into both the third party and solo typologies: 
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“She was prostituting with her pimp for money.  She was prostituting on her own 
for crack cocaine.  She had a crack pipe with her when she was arrested” (Case 
Narrative 113). 
 
This case falls into both third party and solo typologies because the juvenile had a pimp, 
but also engaged in prostitution on her own. Finally, some examples of juveniles with substance 
abuse problems in the solo typology include: 
 
“She had a very bad crack cocaine addiction and would prostitute for drug 
money” (Case Narrative 26). 
 
“She was addicted to crack” (Case Narrative 76). 
 
It may be that juveniles who have substance abuse problems are more likely to either 
engage in prostitution on their own, as in the solo typology, or put themselves into high-risk 
situations, such as running away from home, allowing a third party exploiter a greater chance to 
control them. The next major theme that became evident in this study was the juvenile’s reason 
for engagement, and more specifically, the methods of recruitment that were used. 
 
Reason for Engagement: Methods of Recruitment 
 The major theme of the juvenile’s reason for engagement, and more specifically, the 
method of recruitment to commercial sexual exploitation emerged. This theme is applicable only 
to juvenile’s who fell into either the third party or CSA typologies, as those in the solo typology 
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were engaging in prostitution on their own terms, and therefore, were not recruited in any way. 
Subthemes that became evident included whether there was a use of false promises or threats, if 
the juvenile had a romantic relationship with their exploiter, and if any family members were 
involved. The last two subthemes fall into both this major theme, and Facilitator/Relationship of 
Facilitator and Dynamics, as these can both play a role in one’s involvement in commercial 
sexual exploitation. Table 4, below, provides the frequencies for each subtheme. A case could be 
classified under multiple subthemes. Some cases could not be classified and are omitted from the 
table. 
 
False promises/use of threats. 
The subtheme of false promises and/or the use of threats from one’s exploiter emerged 
during analysis of the NJPS case narratives. This can include any type of false promise, whether 
it be promising a trip or money, for example, and any use of threats, whether that be the use of 
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blackmail or violence, for example. Examples of the use of false promises or threats in the third 
party typology include: 
 
“To gain cooperation from the juvenile, the pimp at first told her that she would 
make lots of money and be treated well.  Later, she told her that her mother would 
be mad at her if she went home” (Case Narrative 18). 
 
“In this case specifically, the primary offender struck her in the face as a way to 
threaten the primary juvenile into prostitution” (Case Narrative 24). 
 
“He [the pimp] also threatened to show her family the pornographic pictures taken 
of her if she ever left him” (Case Narrative 28). 
 
“The pimp deceived her into believing that he and the girl and some friends (other 
prostitutes – an adult and another juvenile) would all take a trip to California” 
(Case Narrative 30). 
 
“He got the juvenile to agree to prostitution at first with promises of love and 
romance; later he beat her” (Case Narrative 114). 
 
As can be seen from the above examples, an exploiter’s use of false promises and threats 
can take on a variety of different forms. In some instances, as with Case Narratives 24 and 114, 
the false promises and threats can turn into violence, and in other cases, such as Case Narrative 
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28, there is a use of blackmail in a way, when the pimp threatens to show the juvenile’s family 
the pornographic pictures. There were only two instances of the use of threats in the CSA 
typology: 
 
“The offenders threatened the girl, saying if she told they would show the 
pictures” (Case Narrative 4). 
 
“He would also threaten the boys, telling them that if they told, he would show 
the pictures” (Case Narrative 101). 
 
In the CSA typology, the threats by the exploiters were solely focused on blackmail, by 
threatening to show the pornographic pictures that were taken. The use of false promises and 
threats by exploiters in the third party and CSA typologies were used to convince and/or control 
the juveniles into engaging in the exploitation.  
 
Romantic relationship with exploiter. 
The next subtheme that became evident was if the juvenile had a romantic relationship 
with their exploiter. This emerged in both Facilitator/Relationship of Facilitator and Dynamics 
and Reason for Engagement: Methods of Recruitment, as this subtheme played a significant role 
in why many juveniles engaged in the exploitation. This finding is only specific to juveniles in 
the third party typology, and included juveniles who viewed their pimp as their boyfriend, had 




Police confiscated “a letter written from the juvenile to the pimp.  The letter was 
addressed to ‘Daddy’, and in it she said she loved him, appreciated him, wanted to 
make him happy, how he was amazing to her” (Case Narrative 68). 
 
“She [the juvenile] was in love with the pimp…she was incredibly loyal to him” 
(Case Narrative 55). 
 
“she believed him [the pimp] to be her boyfriend” (Case Narrative 31). 
 
A juvenile having a romantic relationship with their exploiter can not only fit under 
having a facilitator, but can also serve as a method of recruitment. Pimps can act as though they 
are the juvenile’s boyfriend or are “in love” with the juvenile until they gain the juvenile’s trust 
and then eventually sexually exploit them. 
 
Family member involvement. 
The final subtheme that emerged was whether or not a family member of the juvenile was 
involved in the commercial sexual exploitation. Similar to romantic relationship with exploiter, 
this subtheme fits into both Reason for Engagement: Methods of Recruitment and 
Facilitator/Relationship of Facilitator and Dynamics. This finding can be seen in both the third 




“The mother of this nine year old girl was prostituting her for drugs and money” 
(Case Narrative 51). 
 
“Their uncle was pimping the girls [sisters] out for money (around $25 per sex 
act)” (Case Narrative 38). 
 
“the father began an incestual relationship with his daughter, eventually leading to 
prostitution…[he] began pimping her out to some Mexican migrant workers in the 
area” (Case Narrative 6). 
 
Not only can family member involvement be seen in the third party typology, but also in 
the CSA typology: 
 
“He [the uncle] asked her to pose for pornographic pictures…[she] posed for at 
least 25 graphic sexual images and numerous suggestive images.  [She] posed or 
took the pictures herself at the result of her uncle” (Case Narrative 56). 
 
“He took sexually explicit pictures of her [his 8 year old daughter] and posted 
them online” (Case Narrative 77). 
 
As was stated in Facilitator/Relationship of Facilitator and Dynamics, it may be that 
juveniles who have family member involvement in their exploitation may make the acts seem 
normal. This is because family members are supposed to be trusted adults that juveniles typically 
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look to for guidance. In the instances where their family members are sexually exploiting them, 
this acts as their guidance as to what they should be doing and taking part in, unfortunately. The 
next major theme that emerged during the analysis of the NJPS case narratives was the juvenile’s 
reason for engagement.  
 
Reason for Engagement 
 The major theme of the juvenile’s general reason for engagement in prostitution became 
evident during analysis. Subthemes that emerged included whether the juvenile engaged for 
survival, to support their substance abuse problem(s), were forced by their exploiter, or to make 
money. This major theme can be seen in all three typologies: third party, solo and CSA, and 
many cases can fit into various subthemes. Each case is versatile and does not always fit into a 
single subtheme, and can be seen in many different ones. Table 5, below, provides the 
frequencies for each subtheme. A case could be classified under multiple subthemes. Some cases 






 One subtheme that emerged was if the juvenile was engaging in prostitution as a form of 
survival. This is known as survival sex (Fedina, Williamson, and Purdue 2016), and can include 
whether the juvenile is engaging in commercial sexual exploitation for food, shelter, or money in 
order to survive. This became evident in only the third party and solo typologies, as juveniles 
who fell into the CSA typology showed no indication of this. Examples in the third party 
typology include: 
 
“The primary methods of coercion by the offender were fear, violence, and 
providing shelter” (Case Narrative 36).  
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“[The juvenile] who was approached by other female prostitutes at a 711, and told 
that if she engaged in prostitution, she would have a place to stay, free food, and 
clothing” (Case Narrative 88). 
 
These examples were included in the survival subtheme because in both cases shelter 
would be provided to the juvenile, and seemed to be one of the reasons as to why the juvenile 
engaged in prostitution. This is significant because the juveniles in each case were runaways, and 
it was important that they would have a place to stay, and as Case Narrative 88 suggests, have 
food and clothing as well. As can be seen, Case Narrative 36 also falls into the subthemes of fear 
of exploiter and false promises/use of threats, again showing how many of the cases have a 
variety of components and can fall into various themes and subthemes. The solo typology also 
included cases in which juveniles engaged in prostitution in order to survive: 
  
“Juvenile did not disclose how long she had been involved in prostitution. Only 
said that she was doing it to survive” (Case Narrative 96). 
 
“At the time of the incident, the juvenile indicated that he was just finding a place 
to sleep wherever he could” (Case Narrative 106). 
 
Similar to the examples in the third party typology, it seems as though the juveniles 
reason for engaging in commercial sexual exploitation, and more specifically prostitution, is in 
order to survive in some way, shape, or form. Whether that be having a place to sleep at night, 
having access to food, or having access to clothing. 
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Substance abuse addiction. 
 Another subtheme that became evident were juveniles who were engaging in prostitution 
as a way to sustain their substance abuse addiction. Similar to survival, this only emerged in the 
third party and solo typologies. Some examples of juveniles who engaged in prostitution to aid 
their substance addiction in the third party typology include: 
 
  “The juvenile in this case was a crack addict” (Case Narrative 66). 
 
“They [the juvenile and the pimp] were doing drugs – marijuana and crack…[the 
detective] thinks that it had to do with drugs” (Case Narrative 118). 
 
“The girls were prostituting themselves for drugs and money.  Specifically, they 
favored crack cocaine and PCP (angel dust).  Both were addicted to drugs” (Case 
Narrative 79). 
 
Examples in the solo typology include: 
  
The juvenile was “interested in engaging in sex for money in order to buy drugs” 
(Case Narrative 26). 
 
“[The juvenile] is also a drug user, preferring crack.  She has been known to have 
sex in exchange for the drug and/or alcohol.  She is a drug addict and alcoholic” 
(Case Narrative 73).   
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“She was addicted to crack” (Case Narrative 76). 
 
In both the third party and solo typologies, the juveniles’ substance addiction played a 
large role as to why they engaged in prostitution in the first place. To many of these juveniles, it 
seems as though they viewed prostitution as a way to help satisfy their addiction(s). Both Case 
Narrative 26 and 79 also fall into the subtheme to make money, as will be seen shortly.  
  
Forced by exploiter. 
 The next subtheme that became evident in Reason for Engagement was if the juvenile 
was forced by their exploiter to engage in prostitution. This only emerged for juveniles who fell 
into the third party and CSA typologies, as those who were in the solo typology did not have an 
exploiter and engaged on their own in prostitution. Some examples of juveniles who were forced 
by their exploiter in the third party typology include: 
   
“the juvenile’s mother gave her to a drug dealer (male, 24 years old) as payment 
for drugs.  The deal was the juvenile would have sex with the drug dealer, who 
would in turn give drugs to the mother” (Case Narrative 15). 
 
“The pimp kidnapped the primary juvenile off the street, and forced her into 
prostitution” (Case Narrative 46). 
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“He ‘pimpnapped’ her off the street where she was working as a prostitute, i.e. he 
abducted her, forcing her into his car and taking her away from another 
pimp…the adult prostitute made sure the juvenile did not try to leave” (Case 
Narrative 29).    
 
In each of the above cases, the juvenile did not have a choice as to whether or not they 
wanted to participate in prostitution. It was their exploiter who made the decision for them and 
forced them into doing so. Juveniles who were forced into prostitution by their exploiter can also 
be seen in the CSA typology: 
  
“A 32 year old father of a 8 year old girl began taking pornographic pictures of 
his daughter… He took sexually explicit pictures of her, and posted them 
online… and then began to contact other photographers to take more pictures of 
his daughter” (Case Narrative 77).   
 
“The offender would show the boys pictures of other people they knew, so each 
boy would know that other kids were doing it, probably part of the grooming 
process.  He would also threaten the boys, telling them that if they told, he would 
show the pictures” (Case Narrative 101). 
 
Similarly, the juveniles in the CSA typology too were forced by their exploiter to engage 
in pornographic pictures being taken of them. In Case Narrative 77, it was the young girl’s 
father, and at her age she probably did not even know that what her father was doing was wrong. 
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Case Narrative 101 had an exploiter who forced the boys to engage by threatening them with 
blackmail, as he stated that he would show the pictures to others. In both instances, the juveniles 
are being forced by their exploiter to engage in commercial sexual exploitation. 
  
To make money. 
 The final subtheme that emerged was the juveniles engaging in commercial sexual 
exploitation as a form of making money. This became evident in the third party typology, solo 
typology, and was seen in a single case of the CSA typology. Examples of juveniles engaging in 
prostitution to make money in the third party typology include: 
 
“The daughter was willing to participate in order to make money.  Per the 
respondent, she realized that her mother was making a lot of money for sex and 
talked her friend into doing it with her” (Case Narrative 13). 
 
“The girls were prostituting themselves for drugs and money” (Case Narrative 
79). 
 
Case Narrative 79 was included again in this subtheme to show how this specific case fits 
into both substance abuse addiction and to make money. As can be seen in many cases, there are 
a variety that can fall into an array of major themes and subthemes. Some examples of juveniles 
engaging in prostitution as a form of making money in the solo typology include: 
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The juvenile was “interested in engaging in sex for money in order to buy drugs” 
(Case Narrative 26). 
 
“She went on a [Yahoo] chat room for ‘girls who need money’.   She arranged to 
meet a man at a local hotel for sex” (Case Narrative 83). 
 
Similar to the above, Case Narrative 26 was again included to show how this case easily 
fits into both to make money and substance abuse addiction. The single example of making 
money in the CSA typology is: 
 
“A teacher was employing students to come to his house and do yard work.  He 
would pay them for this, but would add ‘tips’ if they would work in specific 
stages of undress, like with a shirt off, or in shorts.  The tip depended on what 
they would wear.  He took pictures of the boys, but not pornographic pictures” 
(Case Narrative 82). 
 
In this example, the male students were engaging in what they thought was a job—
yardwork, however, the teacher decided to take it a step further and include a tip for the boys 
who undressed while completing the work. In a sense, the boys were hired under false pretenses, 
as they most likely did not know what the teacher’s true intentions were. For juveniles in all 
three typologies, making money emerged as a reason for engaging in commercial sexual 
exploitation. The next major theme that became evident was the juvenile’s method of 
engagement in prostitution. 
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Method of Engagement 
 The major theme of the juvenile’s method of engagement in prostitution became evident. 
The subthemes of the street, online, phone chat, businesses, and offline escort services emerged 
as various methods of engagement in commercial sexual exploitation. This major theme of 
Method of Engagement primarily applied to juveniles who fell into the third party and solo 
typologies, as there was only a single example of an online method in the CSA typology. Table 
6, below, provides the frequencies for each subtheme. A case could be classified under multiple 





 The subtheme of a juvenile prostituting on the street emerged. This could include whether 
the juvenile was engaging in prostitution at truck stops or on the streets in general. The method 
of prostituting on streets and at truck stops seemed to be the most popular method for juveniles 
in both third party and solo typologies. Examples of juveniles prostituting on streets in the third 
party typology include: 
   
“Clients came from the street, also from an online escort service” (Case Narrative 
68).   
 
“several juvenile and adult prostitutes were arrested and detained for engaging in 
prostitution at a local truck stop” (Case Narrative 88). 
 
The pimp “eventually prostituted her on the streets” (Case Narrative 25). 
 
As can be seen with Case Narrative 68, this case falls into both street and online methods 
of prostitution. Prostituting on the street was also extremely evident for juveniles in the solo 
typology: 
 




The juvenile “was walking the streets in an area known for prostitution” (Case 
Narrative 60). 
 
“This was on a street, but the prostitution area includes a truck stop” (Case 
Narrative 75). 
 
Juveniles in both solo and third party typologies favored the street as the main method of 
prostitution. This may be because it is an easier method than using an online method of 
prostitution, as this assumes that the juvenile has access to the resources (ex: computer and 
internet access) to implement this. 
  
Online. 
 Another subtheme that became evident in Method of Prostitution was if a juvenile or their 
exploiter facilitated the juvenile’s prostitution by using an online service. This could include the 
use of Craigslist ads, online chats, live sex shows, and online escort services. Examples of an 
online method used as way to facilitate prostitution in the third party typology include: 
   
“The pimp advertised his prostitute and set up meetings with clients over Yahoo 
Chat.  He would tell the client where and when to meet the prostitute and they 
would show up.  In this specific case, however, the juvenile was working the 
street and the client was not found on Yahoo” (Case Narrative 84). 
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“The Internet was used in this case.  [The pimp] was posting provocative pictures 
of the primary juvenile (13 years old) on Craig’s List.  He used this site to 
advertise the juvenile and get clients for her” (Case Narrative 25).  
 
An officer looked into “Craig’s List on his own time, to find suspicious personal 
ads.  He found one that advertised “young females” in the area, and he had a 
hunch there would be underage girls working through this pimp.  An undercover 
officer made an appointment by phone with the pimp, and was told to go to a 
certain hotel” (Case Narrative 20).  
 
“Clients came from the street, also from an online escort service” (Case Narrative 
68).   
 
Case Narrative 68 was included again in this subtheme to show how there can be a 
variety of methods used when prostituting, and do not always have a single method. Some 
examples of online methods in the solo typology include: 
  
“This case came about when the police investigator spotted an ad on the 
CraigsList website for a girl who was advertising herself.  The ad stated “What is 
it that you crave – her name -20” (Case Narrative 47).   
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“A 14 year old girl went online in a Yahoo chat room. She went on a chat room 
for ‘girls who need money’. She arranged to meet a man at a local hotel for sex” 
(Case Narrative 83).   
 
The single example of an online method of engagement in the CSA typology includes: 
 
A mother involved her daughter and her daughter’s friend in “doing live sex 
shows in front of a web cam and sending them online to customers” (Case 
Narrative 57). 
 
The form of an online method of prostitution took on various forms. As can be seen in the 
above examples, it could have been through an online escort service, an online sex show, 
Craigslist, or Yahoo Chat. Again, it is important to note here that in some cases many methods 
were used to facilitate prostitution and did not always have a sole method.   
  
Phone chat. 
 The next subtheme that emerged was if the juvenile used a phone chat line to facilitate 
their engagement in prostitution. There were only two cases of this method: one in the third party 
typology and one in the solo typology. The third party typology example includes: 
   
“In this case, a staff member from Motel 6 who had received this training [to 
recognize when prostitution was taking place] contacted them [the police] with 
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information, including the phone number of the chat line the juvenile was using” 
(Case Narrative 8). 
 The solo typology example includes: 
 
“A 15 year old female contacted one of the three clients (a 58 year old male) over 
a telephone chat line” (Case Narrative 2). 
 
Even though the use of a phone chat line to facilitate prostitution was not common in the 
NJPS cases, there were these two examples. This subtheme exemplifies how there can be various 
methods used to facilitate prostitution, and do not solely include just street and online methods.  
  
Businesses.  
 Another subtheme that became evident was if a juvenile participated in prostitution at a 
business. This could include a motel/hotel, a massage parlor, or a bar, for some examples. 
Juveniles in the third party typology who participated in prostitution at a business include: 
 
“She would find clients in indoor and outdoor places, including in hotels” (Case 
Narrative 36). 
 
“This case involves a pimp and 5 juveniles who were performing prostitution at a 
motel that he owned” (Case Narrative 20). 
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“While on the street, a detective was approached by a black female (age 36).  She 
invited him into a bar for drinks.  They went inside and she let him know that she 
was a “working girl” and would have sex with him for $200…She called them 
[the juveniles] on her cell phone to come into the bar.  The two females came in, 
and were quickly ushered out by the bar tender for being too young” (Case 
Narrative 74). 
 
“she [the juvenile] was with the Escort division of the massage parlor, and would 
go out to truck stops and the street to find clients” (Case Narrative 92). 
 
“This case involves a juvenile female (15 years old), 2 male pimps, and one adult 
female working in a massage parlor” (Case Narrative 122).  
 
There was a single example in the solo typology: 
 
“The juvenile would prostitute both on the streets and in gay bars….he would go 
into bars and dance for money” (Case Narrative 21). 
 
The above examples exemplify the diverse array of businesses where prostitution can 
take place. In Case Narrative 74, the adult prostitute attempted to use the bar as a way to 
facilitate prostitution with the juveniles, however, this did not work as they were forced out of 
the bar for being too young. Case Narrative 92 also displays the vast methods that can be 
employed when facilitating prostitution, as the juvenile worked at the massage parlor, but also 
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worked streets to find clients as well. Similarly, Case Narrative 21 also portrays how juveniles 
could not only use a business, such as a gay bar, to prostitute, but also use other methods such as 
the street as well. 
 
 Offline escort service. 
 The final subtheme that emerged in Method of Prostitution was if the juvenile or their 
exploiter used some form of offline escort service to facilitate the juvenile’s prostitution. This 
was evident in both third party and solo typologies. Examples of an offline escort service in the 
third party typology include: 
   
“The pimp operated out of her apartment and advertised only in a local 
newspaper” (Case Narrative 98).  
 
“The pimp who ran the escort service then began to pimp [the juvenile] out for 
several months” (Case Narrative 31). 
 
“The pimp had ‘business cards’ that said ‘seven days a week, by appointment 
only’ and gave a cell phone number” (Case Narrative 45). 
 
“he [the son] gave the girl to his father who was running an escort prostitution 
service” (Case Narrative 72). 
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There was a single example of using an offline escort service to facilitate prostitution in 
the solo typology: 
  
“This case involves an underage prostitute who was hired by a 50 year old client 
through a newspaper ad” (Case Narrative 33).  
 
   The above examples display how there can be a range of offline escort services. Both 
newspaper ads soliciting for clients and having a facilitator who used business cards to promote 
their business acted as an offline escort service. The final major theme that emerged was the 
juvenile’s form of interaction with law enforcement.  
 
Form of Interaction with Law Enforcement 
How a juvenile interacted with law enforcement became evident as the final major theme. 
This includes their interaction with law enforcement after they have been taken in for prostitution 
charges. Subthemes that emerged included whether the juvenile was cooperative and provided 
information, if they lied about information (ex: name, age, provided fake ID, etc.), if they refused 
to turn in or give information on their pimp, and if they were hostile or violent towards police 
(physically, verbally, or both). Table 7, below, provides the frequencies for each subtheme. A 
case could be classified under multiple subthemes. Some cases could not be classified and are 





The first subtheme that emerged was if the juvenile was cooperative and provided 
information regarding their case. This included if the juvenile was forthcoming about 
information regarding their prostitution case, and was willing to answer any and all questions 
that law enforcement had for them. This subtheme was evident in all three typologies: third 
party, solo, and CSA. Examples of juveniles who were cooperative and provided information in 
the third party typology include: 
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“[The juvenile] reported to the [police department] that she had been involved in 
prostitution, and she gave information regarding her madam and other’s involved 
in prostitution” (Case Narrative 95). 
 
“She was scared and at first gave police several different names, but was 
forthright with other information regarding the case” (Case Narrative 34). 
“The juvenile told police she wanted to give up her pimp.    She wanted to get 
away from him and was willing to testify against him… On the day of this 
incident the juvenile at first gave police a false name, and then told them her real 
name” (Case Narrative 100). 
 
 As can be seen by the last two examples above, Case Narratives 34 and 100, it is possible 
and common for juveniles to be cooperative with some aspects of their case, but also lie about 
other aspects, such as their real name. In these two cases, they fall into the next subtheme lied 
about information as well as the current subtheme of cooperative/provided information. 
Juveniles also cooperated and provided information in the solo typology: 
 
“She was quite willing to talk when she realized they were the police, saying she 
was worthless and an expert in prostitution” (Case Narrative 76). 
 
 There was a single case of a cooperative juvenile in the CSA typology: 
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“The case was made easier by the fact that the girl was able to tell police 
everything in great detail, and during the investigation everything matched what 
she said – where she went, details about the pictures, the offender’s home, etc” 
(Case Narrative 4). 
 
These case narratives exemplify how many juveniles are willing to talk about their 
prostitution case, as they are looking for help to get out of their current situation. They also 
portray how there are cases that can fall into multiple subthemes, such as Case Narratives 34 and 
100, and are not always limited to a sole subtheme.   
 
Lied about information.  
Another subtheme that became evident included juveniles who lied about information 
regarding their case. This includes juveniles who lied about their name, age, provided a fake ID, 
or denied involvement, to name a few examples. This subtheme emerged in the third party 
typology, the solo typology, and the CSA typology. Examples of juveniles who lied about 
information in the third party typology include: 
  
“She was 17, although she lied to police initially about her age” (Case Narrative 
67). 
 
“She gave false identification to arresting officers” (Case Narrative 104). 
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“She had false identification and had passed herself off as an adult” (Case 
Narrative 36). 
 
Juveniles in the solo typology also lied about information regarding their case: 
 
“She gave the officers a fake ID stating she was 27, although she was really 
16…made false statements to police” (Case Narrative 78). 
 
“she [the juvenile] lied about her age so they did not realize she was a juvenile 
until the next day after they had done a check on her” (Case Narrative 48). 
 
“She lied and said she was 20 but she had identification on her that indicated she 
was 17” (Case Narrative 47). 
 
There were two examples in the CSA typology of juveniles lying about information: 
  
“Police questioned the 14 year old male (Joe) and he at first denied involvement 
with this offender.  Eventually he began to cooperate, but was still not giving the 
full story” (Case Narrative 61). 
 
“Police had a difficult time identifying some of the boys.  A lot of the boys denied 
that they were the ones in the pictures” (Case Narrative 101). 
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As all of the examples portray, juveniles had various pieces of their cases that they could 
lie about. Whether that be their name, age, providing a fake ID, or denying involvement in the 
activity. Case Narrative 61 also exemplifies how this case fits into both lied about information 
and cooperative/provided information, as the juvenile at first denied his involvement, but then 
began to cooperate.   
 
Refused to turn in/give information on pimp. 
The subtheme of a juvenile refusing to turn in their pimp or provide information 
regarding their pimp emerged. This subtheme is specific to the third party typology, as this was 
the only typology in which the juvenile had a pimp. Examples include: 
 
“She refused to turn in the pimp, she said he was a friend who took care of her” 
(Case Narrative 66). 
 
“The girl would not identify her pimp to police. When they showed her a picture 
of him she said she did not know him…as soon as they left she called him” (Case 
Narrative 135). 
 




“The juvenile arrested did have a pimp, but would not give any information about 
him.  She said that he was her boyfriend and she didn’t want to get him in 
trouble” (Case Narrative 74).   
 
In many cases, the juvenile refused to turn in/give information on their pimp because he 
was regarded as their boyfriend. In other cases, he was seen as a caretaker (as with Case 
Narrative 66), and this was the reasoning for not selling him out. In both instances, the pimp was 
seen as someone who provided something for the juvenile, whether that was love, food, or 
shelter to name a few examples. As can be seen with Case Narrative 135, this case falls into 
refused to turn in/give information on pimp and lied about information, as the juvenile did know 
that the picture police showed her was her pimp, but she lied about knowing so.  
 
Hostile/violent towards law enforcement.  
 The final subtheme that emerged were juveniles who were hostile or violent towards law 
enforcement during the investigation of their case. This includes whether the juvenile was 
physically violent, verbally aggressive, or both. This subtheme was evident in only the third 
party and solo typologies, there were no cases that fell into this in the CSA typology. Examples 
of juveniles who were hostile or violent towards law enforcement in the third party typology 
include: 
 
“She was resistant and verbally aggressive toward police” (Case Narrative 65). 
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“While being questioned by police, she attempted to throw a chair at the officer 
questioning her” (Case Narrative 92). 
 
“When taken into custody she was mouthing off and was not cooperative” (Case 
Narrative 10). 
 
“[The juvenile] was verbally abusive to investigators while this case was being 
investigated” (Case Narrative 11). 
 
“She was not cooperative with police and at one point became verbally aggressive” 
(Case Narrative 64). 
 
 Examples of juveniles portraying hostility or violence toward law enforcement in the solo 
typology include: 
  
“The juvenile had been involved in prostitution for about two years, and was 
resistant and hostile with police” (Case Narrative 71). 
 
“She was verbally abusive and screamed a lot during her questioning” (Case 
Narrative 96). 
 
Juveniles were hostile or violent towards police either verbally or physically. This may 
have been because the juvenile was angry that they have been caught prostituting, as with those in 
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the solo typology, or may have been angry that the police were going to take them out of their 
current situation with their facilitator, as with those in the third party typology. Juveniles in the 
third party typology who have a romantic relationship with their exploiter, or have a facilitator 
who acts as a caretaker, the juvenile may not want to leave the situation, as this situation may be 
better than what they had in their homelife before meeting their facilitator.  
 
CONCLUSION 
Findings in this study have exemplified the diversity in US cases of the commercial 
sexual exploitation of children. This research portrays how cases of CSEC that police in the US 
are encountering differ from how cases have been typified in scholarly literature and popular 
media. Seven major overarching themes of diversity emerged throughout the research process: 
(1) Facilitator/Relationship of Facilitator and Dynamics, (2) Gender of Juvenile, (3) Reason for 
Engagement: Risk Factors, (4) Reason for Engagement: Methods of Recruitment, (5) Reason for 
Engagement, (6) Method of Engagement, and (7) Form of Interaction with Law Enforcement. 
Within each major theme, there were a variety of subthemes that became evident. The major 
theme Facilitator/Relationship of Facilitator and Dynamics included the subthemes family 
member involvement, fear of exploiter, romantic relationship with exploiter, gender of pimp, and 
evidence of image based sexual exploitation. Gender of Juvenile included whether the juvenile 
was a male, female, or male transvestite. The major theme Reason for Engagement: Risk Factors 
included the subthemes runaway, poor family life, mental health problems, and substance use. 
Reason for Engagement: Methods of Recruitment included false promises/use of threats, 
romantic relationship with exploiter, and family member involvement. The major theme Reason 
for Engagement included subthemes survival, substance abuse addiction, forced by exploiter, 
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and to make money. Method of Engagement included street, online, phone chat, businesses, and 
offline escort service. Finally, the major theme Form of Interaction with Law Enforcement 
included the subthemes cooperative/provided information, lied about information, refused to 
turn in/give information on pimp, and hostile/violent towards law enforcement. As was seen in 
the RESULTS section, many cases fell into multiple subthemes and were not limited to a single 
one. For example, a case could have a juvenile who prostituted on the street, online, and at a 
business.  
Previous research has tended to focus on a stereotypical victim of commercial sexual 
exploitation. This victim is commonly a female (Miller-Perrin and Wurtele 2017), a runaway 
(Franchino-Olsen 2019), and has a pimp (Hermann 2020). However, as this study exemplifies, 
CSEC cases in the United States can take on various forms, and not every case includes these 
stereotypical qualities. Similarly, by using Mitchell, Finkelhor, and Wolak’s (2010) NJPS case 
narratives, this research sheds light on various forms of commercial sexual exploitation of 
children. Whether that be if the juvenile had a third party exploiter, such as a pimp or a family 
member, prostituted on their own, or experienced some form of child sexual abuse.  
It is important to focus on the diversity of the commercial sexual exploitation of children, 
as it has implications for both social service workers and law enforcement. Elaborating on the 
wide array of forms that CSEC can encompass allows both law enforcement and social service 
workers to not only spot signs of CSEC, but also have an appropriate response and intervention 
to what form of commercial sexual exploitation they are encountering. For example, depending 
on a juvenile’s reason for engagement, a social service worker would provide a different referral. 
If a juvenile engaged in prostitution because of their substance abuse addiction, a social service 
worker may primarily focus on providing a referral to an addiction program, along with a referral 
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to a therapist to help the juvenile deal with any trauma they may have encountered. Another 
example may include social service workers who encounter boys who do not want to be 
associated with a primarily girl focused sexually exploited group. In this case, a social worker 
may focus on providing a referral for the juvenile to have a one-on-one session with a therapist 
or find a group session with boys who have experienced the same circumstance. Similarly, all 
United States law enforcement, social service workers, and medical professionals should all have 
some form of training on CSEC, as it will allow them to not only understand what to look for 
regarding possible cases of this, but also how to respond accordingly to these types of cases.  
 
Limitations/Future Research 
 Even though this study used a national dataset, there are some limitations. First, this 
research only used a single study, Mitchell, Finkelhor, and Wolak’s (2010) National Juvenile 
Prostitution Study. This was because there have been no other studies on the topic of juvenile 
prostitution in regard to commercial sexual exploitation that focused on third party exploiters, 
solo juveniles, and child sexual abuse cases. Similarly, even though this was a national dataset, 
there were only a total of 132 cases that fit criteria, which is a fairly small dataset. A larger 
dataset may have produced different major themes and subthemes or could have supported the 
findings in this study to a greater extent. Another limitation was that the NJPS case narratives did 
not always contain all, or at least a significant amount, of information regarding each case. This 
was primarily because the law enforcement investigator either did not know this information or 
did not have access to it. Another limitation is that the NJPS case narratives represent only a law 
enforcement perspective, not a victim perspective which may be very different. A final limitation 
 68 
is that the NJPS case narrative data was collected from police records in 2005, and technology 
may have made the amount of information available on each case very different 15 years later.  
Going forward, researchers should continue to study the diversity of the commercial 
sexual exploitation of children in all of the forms that it can take on. It is important for 
researchers to focus on the various forms of CSEC, and not solely on juveniles who are 
prostituted by pimps, because not every case fits this scenario. As stated previously, this research 
will inform both law enforcement and social service workers of the various forms of commercial 
sexual exploitation to look for, as there is not a single stereotypical form. It is also important for 
researchers to study the various forms of CSEC from a victim-based perspective, as this would 
provide a deeper understanding not only regarding the wide array of forms, but also regarding 
the victim’s experience while being sexually exploited.  
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